Septenber 12, 1995

Honorabl e Bert M Tomasu
Chai r per son

Hawai i Labor Rel ations Board

590 Hal ekauwi | a Street, Second Fl oor
Honol ul u, Hawaii 96813

Dear M. Tonasu:

Re: Public Availability of a Transcript of an HLRB Prohibited
Practice Proceedi ng

This is in reply to your letter to the Ofice of Information
Practices ("OP") requesting an opinion concerning the above-
referenced matter. In your letter, you stated that a party to a
proceedi ng before the Hawaii Labor Rel ations Board ("HLRB")
requested to inspect and copy a transcript of the proceeding.

The transcript was prepared by a freel ance court reporter
retained by HLRB. The HLRB permtted the person nmaking the
request to inspect the transcript. Relying upon section 606-13,
Hawai i Revised Statutes, the court reporter who prepared the
transcript informed the HLRB that copies of the transcript nust
be obtained directly fromthe court reporter. As such, HLRB
initially denied the person's request for a copy of the
transcript; however, after consulting again with the court
reporter, the HLRB informed the requester that a copy of the
transcri pt would be nade avail abl e upon the requester's paynent
of the copying fees set forth in section 92-21, Hawaii Revised
St at ut es.

Nevert hel ess, since this question is |likely to arise again,
the HLRB requested an opinion concerning whether transcripts of
HLRB proceedi ngs that are open to the attendance of the public
must be made avail able for inspection and copyi ng under the
Uni formInformation Practices Act (Mdified), chapter 92F, Hawaii
Revised Statutes ("U PA"). Additionally, by letter dated
Novenber 17, 1993, the person who requested to copy the
transcript also requested an advisory opinion fromthe QP
concerning this matter.
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| SSUE PRESENTED

Whet her, under the U PA the HLRB nust permt a requester to
i nspect and copy a transcript prepared in connection with a
prohi bited practice proceedi ng under section 89-14, Hawai i
Revi sed Statutes, when: (1) the HLRB mai ntains, or possesses a
copy of the transcript, and (2) pursuant to sections 89-14, 89-16
and 377-9, Hawaii Revised Statutes, the HLRB prohi bited practice
proceedi ng was open to the attendance of the public.

BRI EF ANSWER

Section 92F-12(a)(16), Hawaii Revised Statutes, provides
that "[a]lny provision to the contrary notw t hstandi ng, each
agency shall neke available for public inspection and duplication
during regul ar business hours . . . [i]nformation contained in or
conpiled froma transcript . . . of a proceeding open to the
public." [Enphasis added.]

Section 89-14, Hawaii Revised Statutes, provides that any
controversy concerning prohibited practices may be submtted to
the HLRB "in the sane manner and with the sane effect” as
provided in section 377-9, Hawaii Revised Statutes. Section
89-16, Hawaii Revised Statutes, provides that conplaints, orders,
and testinmony relating to a proceeding instituted by the HLRB
under section 377-9, shall be public records and be avail able for
i nspection and copyi ng, and proceedi ngs pursuant to section
377-9, Hawaii Revised Statutes, "shall be open to the public."

Accordingly, despite the fact that under section
92-6(a)(2)(A), Hawaii Revised Statutes, the adjudicatory
functions of the HLRB are exenpted fromthe State's public
meetings law, we find that under sections 89-14, 89-16, and
377-9, Hawaii Revised Statutes, the HLRB s prohibited practice
proceedi ng was "open to the public" for purposes of section
92F-12(a)(16), Hawaii Revised Statutes. Furthernore, applying
t he commonly understood definition of the term"proceeding," the
O P finds that the HLRB' s prohi bited practices proceeding was a
"proceedi ng" for purposes of section 92F-12(a)(16), Hawaii
Revi sed Statutes

Accordingly, it is the OP s opinion that under section
92F-12(a)(16), Hawaii Revised Statutes, a transcript nmaintained
by the HLRB relating to a prohibited practices proceedi ng nust be
made avail able for public inspection and copying upon request.
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Al so, for the reasons set forth below, the O P concl udes
that the copying fees authorized by section 606-13, Hawai i
Revi sed Statutes, to be charged by a court reporter for
transcripts of testinony do not apply to copies of transcripts
prepared by a freelance court reporter under contract with the
HLRB. The O P further concludes that as a transcript of
testinony prepared by a freelance court reporter |acks sufficient
originality to give rise to a copyright interest, the HLRB woul d
not be infringing upon any copyright by making the transcript
avai l abl e for duplication by the public. Therefore, the QP
concl udes that the HLRB correctly provided the requester in this
case with a copy of the transcript of its prohibited practices
pr oceedi ng.

Finally, the OP suggests that the HLRB consult with the
Attorney General concerning copying fees that may be assessed for
copying transcripts of its proceedings, as section 92-21, Hawaii
Revi sed Statutes, permts an agency to assess a fee for
reasonabl e cost of reproducing a copy of any governnent record
that is open to the inspection of the public.

FACTS

By letter dated Novenber 4, 1993 to the HLRB, an individual
requested to review and duplicate all docunments contained in the
record of consolidated case nunbers CU 03-93 and CU- 03-183, for
t he purpose of preparing an appeal, including a transcript of the
proceedi ng possessed by the HLRB, that was prepared by a
freel ance court reporter. The person naking the request was a
party to the proceeding, having filed separate prohibited
practices conplaints with the HLRB, under section 89-14, Hawai i
Revi sed St atutes

The HLRB contracted with the freel ance court reporter to
prepare a transcript of the proceeding, and according to Ms.
Val ri Kuni noto, HLRB' s Executive Oficer, HLRB paid the court
reporter an appearance fee of $50.00 per half-day. See Haw. Rev.

Stat. § 377-9(c) (1985). Under its agreenent with the court
reporter, the reporter provided HLRB with the transcript at a
cost of $4.00 per page.

The HLRB permtted the requester to inspect the transcript;
however, it contacted the freelance court reporter who either
deni ed or objected to HLRB naking a copy of the transcript
avai l able to the requester, relying upon section 606-13, Hawai i
Revi sed Statutes, which provides "fees for transcripts ordered by
a party shall be paid by the party ordering the sane . "
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In your letter requesting an advisory opinion, you noted
that HLRB's adm nistrative rul es provide:

An official reporter shall make the only
official transcript of such proceeding.
Copi es of the official transcript shall not
be provided by the board.

Haw. Adm Rules § 12-42-8(f) (1981).

The HLRB' s adm nistrative rules provide that hearings under
section 89-14, Hawaii Revised Statutes, shall be governed by
title 12, chapter 42, subchapter 1 of the Hawaii Adm nistrative
Rul es, "[e] xcept as otherw se provided in this subchapter, and
insofar as it is not inconsistent with section 377-9, Hawai i
Revi sed Statutes."” Section 12-42-49(a), Hawaii Adm nistrative
Rul es.

After further consultations between the HLRB and the
freel ance court reporter who prepared the transcript at issue,
the reporter informed the HLRB that it may nmake a copy of the
transcript available to the requester, and the HLRB subsequently
did so. Nevertheless, HLRB requests an opinion fromthe QP
concerni ng whether, under the U PA it nust permt persons to
i nspect and copy transcripts prepared by freel ance court
reporters of HLRB proceedi ngs that are open to the attendance of
t he public.

DI SCUSSI ON
| NTRODUCTI ON

The U PA, the State's public records |aw, states "[e]xcept
as provided in section 92F-13, each agency shall nake governnent
records avail able for inspection and copyi ng® upon request by any
person.” Haw. Rev. Stat. § 92F-11(b) (Supp. 1992). Under the
U PA the term "governnent record,” nmeans "information maintai ned
by an agency in witten, auditory, visual, electronic, or other
physical form" Haw. Rev. Stat. § 92F-3 (Supp. 1992); Kaapu v.

Al oha Tower Dev. Corp., 74 Haw. 365, 376 n.10 (1993). Copies of
transcri pts possessed by the HLRB are governnent records for

'Section 92F-11(d), Hawaii Revised Statutes, provides,
"[e] ach agency shall assure reasonable access to facilities for
duplicating records and for naking nenoranda and abstracts
t hereof . "
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purposes of the UPA See OP Op. Ltr. No. 93-17 at 8 (Cctober
8, 1993) ("mmintain" is defined to sweep as broadly as possible
and neans "to hold, possess, preserve, retain, store, or

adm ni stratively control ™).

1. GOVERNMENT RECORDS THAT ARE PUBLIC, ANY PROVI SION TO THE
CONTRARY NOTW THSTANDI NG

In addition to the U PA' s general rule that all governnent
records are public except as provided in section 92F- 13, Hawai i
Revi sed Statutes, in section 92F-12, Hawaii Revised Statutes, the
Legi slature set forth a |ist of governnment records (or
informati on contai ned therein) that nust be available for public
i nspection and copyi ng during an agency's regul ar busi ness hours
"[a]lny provision to the contrary notw thstanding." The
Legi slature stated that "[a]s to these records, the exceptions
such as for personal privacy and for frustration of legitinmate
government purpose are inapplicable . . . [t]his list nerely
addresses sone particul ar cases by unanbi guously requiring
di sclosure.” S. Conf. Conm Rep. No. 235, 14th Leg., 1988 Reg.
Sess., Haw. S.J. 689, 690 (1988); H Conf. Comm Rep. No.

112-88, Haw. H. J. 817, 818 (1988).

Section 92F-12(a)(16), Hawaii Revised Statutes, provides:

§92F-12 Disclosure required. (a) Any
provision to the contrary notw t hstandi ng,
each agency shall nmake available for public
I nspection and duplication during regular
busi ness hours:

(16) Information contained in or
conpiled froma transcript,
m nutes, report, or summary of
a proceedi ng open to the
publi c.

Haw. Rev. Stat. § 92F-12(a)(16) (Supp. 1992) (enphases added).

Thus, in resolving the issue presented, the O P nust
determ ne whether: (1) a prohibited practice proceedi ng before
the board is a "proceedi ng" and (2) such proceeding is "open to
the public" within the neaning of section 92F-12(a)(16), Hawai i
Revi sed St atutes
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A Whet her a Prohibited Practice Proceeding Before the
HLRB is a "Proceedi ng"

In determ ning the neaning of the term "proceedi ng" as used
in section 92F-12(a)(16), Hawaii Revised Statutes, our forenost
duty "is to ascertain and give effect to the intention of the
| egislature, which is to be obtained prinmarily fromthe | anguage
contained in the statute itself." Crosby v. State Dept. of
Budget & Finance, 76 Hawai'i 332, 340 (1994). "The words of a
[aw are generally to be understood in their nmost known and usual
signification, wthout attending so nuch to the literal and
strictly grammatical construction of the words as to their

general or popular use or neaning." Haw Rev. Stat. § 1-14
(1985); see also Ross v. Stouffer Hotel Co. (Hawai'i) Ltd., Inc.
76 Hawai "1 454, 461 (1994) ("we give the operative words their
common meani ng, unless there is sonething in the statute
requiring a different interpretation").

Black's Law Dictionary (5th Ed. 1979) defines the term
"proceeding” in pertinent part as follows:

In a general sense, the form and manner
of conducting juridical business before a
court or judicial officer . . . Termalso
refers to adm nistrative proceedi ngs before
agenci es, tribunals, bureaus, or the |ike.

. . . A "proceeding" includes action and
speci al proceedings before judicial tribunals
as well as proceedi ngs pendi ng before

quasi -judicial officers and boards.

Bl ack's Law Dictionary at 1083 (5th Ed. 1979).

Webster's Third New International Dictionary of the English
Language Unabridged (1967) defines "proceeding” in part as "the
course of procedure in a judicial action or in a suit in
litigation," or as "a particular action at |aw or case in
[itigation”

As the O P has previously noted in several O P opinion
letters, many of the governnent records described in section
92F- 12, Hawaii Revised Statutes, were included by the Legislature
in response to recommendations set forth in the Report of the
Governor's Commttee on Public Records and Privacy (1987)

OP . Ltr. No. 95-22



Honor abl e Bert M Tomasu
Septenber 12, 1995
Page 7

("CGovernor's Commttee Report"). The Governor's Committee Report
contains a discussion about a proposal to require the preparation
of transcripts of public agency neetings and hearings. Vol |
Governor's Conmittee Report 154-155 (1987).2

The Governor's Committee Report states:

The second issue was raised by Kelly
Aver (I(H at 2) and Janmes Smth (I(H) at
3-7) and involves the requirenent that there
be transcripts of public hearings.
Essentially the recommendati on appears to be
that verbati mtranscripts be nade for each
public hearing or neeting. This would, in
Aver's view, create a nore accurate record of
the neeting and, therefore, a nore effective
Sunshine Law. In Smth's view, it would
assi st those who were not there to | earn
exactly what transpired as that neeting or
heari ng.

As Hawaii's lawis currently structured,
boards and conmm ssions prepare m nutes and
contested case hearings are the subject of
transcripts. Public hearings can run the
spectrumin ternms of formality and thus the
type of record prepared.

There can be no doubt that if
transcripts were prepared of each neeting and
hearing, the records would be the best
possi bl e. There can also be no question that
the costs of such a requirenent would be
substantial. Additionally, for every neeting
or hearing in which there is a strong public
interest, there are probably ten or even a
hundred that are routine and uneventful. An
across-the-board transcript requirenent
woul d, however, nean the ten or the hundred
woul d have to be transcribed and stored in
order to get at the one critical transcript.

The resulting stack of paper is arguably a
very wasteful effort.

The existing mnutes format shoul d
provi de the crucial information in useful
format a substantial |ess cost.
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The di scussion in the Governor's Commttee Report indicates
that the Governor's Commttee considered whether a new State
public records | aw should include a provision requiring agencies
to prepare transcripts of "public" agency neetings, hearings, and
proceedi ngs. When the Legislature adopted the U PA it did not
include a requirenment that State and county agenci es prepare
transcripts of public agency neetings, hearings, and proceedi ngs.

It did, however, include a requirenment that where such
transcripts are prepared by the agency, that they be nade
avai l abl e for inspection and duplication any provision to the
contrary notw t hstandi ng.

Accordi ngly, based upon the conmmon definition of the term
"proceeding," and the legislative history of the UPA it is the
O P s opinion that the term"proceeding," as used in section
92F-12(a)(16), Hawaii Revised Statutes, includes both agency
nmeetings that are open to the public, as well as agency contested
case hearings that are open to the attendance of the public.

Therefore, we concluded that a prohibited practice
proceedi ng under section 89-14, Hawaii Revised Statutes, is a
"proceedi ng" for purposes of section 92F-12(a)(16), Hawaii
Revi sed Statutes

(..continued)

Nonet hel ess, a transcript requirenent could
be inposed and if the resources were
provi ded, all agencies would no doubt conply.

Vol. | Governor's Commttee Report 154-155 (1987) (boldface in
ori gi nal, enphases added).

3The O P does not believe, however, that the Legislature
intended this termto enconpass transcripts of judicial
proceedi ngs to which an agency is a party.
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B. Whet her Prohi bited Practice Proceedings are Open to the
Publ i c

I n determ ni ng whet her prohibited practices proceedi ngs
before the HLRB are open to the public, we observe at the outset
that under the State's public neetings law, part | of chapter 92,
Hawaii Revi sed Statutes, the adjudicatory functions of the HLRB
are exenpt fromthe State's open neetings |aw. See Haw. Rev.

Stat. § 92-6(a)(2) (1985).

However, the HLRB's Executive Oficer, Valri Kuninoto,
advised the O P that, except for inpasse proceedi ngs before the
HLRB, HLRB hearings have been open to the public by HLRB custom

The O P s research indicates that by |law, prohibited practice
proceedi ngs before the HLRB nust be open to the public.
Specifically, section 89-14, Hawaii Revised Statutes, provides
that "[a]ny controversy concerning prohibited practices may be
submtted to the board in the sane manner and with the sane
effect as provided in section 377-9." [Enphasis added.] Further,
section 89-16, Hawali Revised Statutes, provides:

§89-16 Public records and proceedi ngs.
The conpl aints, orders, and testinony
relating to a proceeding instituted by the
board under section 377-9 shall be public
records and be available for inspection and
copying. Al proceedi ngs pursuant to section
377-9 shall be open to the public.

Haw. Rev. Stat. § 89-16 (1985) (enphasis added.)

Accordingly, despite the fact that the adjudicatory
functions of the HLRB are exenpt fromthe State's public neetings
| aw, under section 89-16, Hawaii Revised Statutes, unfair |abor
practices proceedi ngs before the HLRB nmust be open to the
public.* Al so, because controversies concerning prohibited
practices shall be submtted to the HLRB in the sanme manner and
with the sane effect of unfair |abor practice proceedi ngs under
section 377-9, Hawaii Revised Statutes, prohibited practices
proceedi ngs before the HLRB nust al so be open to the public, in

“I't is a cardinal rule of statutory construction that where
there is a conflict between a general and a specific statute
concerning the sane subject matter, the specific statute shall be
favored. See Richardson v. Cty and County of Honolulu, 76
Hawai ' i 46, 55 (1994).
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[ight of the commandnents of section 89-16, Hawaii Revised
St at ut es.

Accordingly, it is the opinion of the QP that a prohibited
practice proceeding before the board is a proceeding that is open
to the public, for purposes of section 92F-12(a)(16), Hawaii
Revi sed Statutes, which requires that any provision to the
contrary notw thstanding, the transcript of such a proceedi ng be
avai l abl e for public inspection and copying.”®

I11. WHETHER DUPLI CATI ON OF THE HLRB TRANSCRI PT IS SUBJECT TO THE
PAYMENT OF FEES PROVI DED BY SECTI ON 606-13, HRS

The freel ance court reporter who prepared the transcript of
the HLRB s proceedings initially asserted that under chapter 606,
Hawai i Revised Statutes, the requester nust seek a copy of the
transcript directly fromthe reporter, rather than fromthe HLRB
We shall now turn to an exam nation of this chapter and its
provi si ons.

Chapter 606, Hawaii Revised Statutes, entitled "C erks,
Reporters, Interpreters, Etc.," provides that the judge of the
circuit court of each judicial circuit, or the admnistrative
judge thereof, as the case nay be, may appoint one or nore
interpreters, and one or nore court reporters. Haw Rev. Stat.

§ 606-9 (1985). Al "duly appointed court reporters of the
courts in the State may take depositions and adm ni ster oaths
relative to the taking of depositions.” |1d. Sections 606-10,
606- 12, and 606-13, Hawaii Revised Statutes provide, in
pertinent part:

§606- 10 Reporters, assignment. The
court reporters shall be sworn officers of
the court . . . [and] one reporter shall be
assigned, . . . to each division of the court
and be subject to the orders of the presiding

®The O P has previously opined that an agency may not,
t hrough rul emaki ng, restrict access to governnment records that
must be made avail able for public inspection and copying, since a
contrary conclusion would permt agencies to readily defeat the
conpr ehensi ve and uni form schene established by the U PA.  See
OP Op. Ltr. No. 92-3 at 12 n.2 (March 19, 1992); O P Op. Ltr.
No. 93-7 at 5 (July 27, 1993). Thus, the O P concl udes that,
insofar as the Board's adm nistrative rules restrict access to
government records that nust be nade available for public
i nspection and copyi ng under section 92F-12(a)(16), Hawaii
Revi sed Statutes, those rules are invalid.
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judge thereof . . . ;

§606- 12 Duties of reporters. The
duties of each court reporter shall be to
attend upon the court and wite down al
testinmony of wtnesses in shorthand . . . and
any other matter which the court may require
the reporter to report .

Each reporter shall file the reporter's
shorthand notes . . . and, when requested by
any party to a cause and so directed by the
court, or by the court on its own notion,
shall, . . . furnish a certified transcri pt
of the reporters” notes . . . . The reporter
may furnish a transcript of any of the
reporter's notes, where the sanme i s not
i ntended for the purposes of an appeal to the
supreme court, upon the request of any party,
wi t hout the order of the judge therefor first
obt ai ned . :

§606- 13 Sal ary and perquisites of
reporters. FEach reporter shall receive for
his services as prescribed in section 606-12
the salary that nmay be appropriate fromtine
to tine as conpensation for his services in
court. He may also charge for his services a
fee not to exceed $1.50 per twenty-five line
page for the original ribbon copy of
transcripts of testinony and proceedi ngs and
60 cents per twenty-five Iine page for each
carbon copy thereof nmade at the sane tine
when such transcripts are prepared in their
regul ar order for the purposes of appeal to
the suprene court and a fifty per cent
additional fee for expedited service when
transcripts are prepared during the course of
atrial.

Haw. Rev. Stat. §§ 606-10, 606-12 and 606-13 (1985) (enphases
added) .

The O P believes that it is evident fromthe express provisions
of the foregoing statutes, that chapter 606, Hawaii Revi sed
Statutes, applies to duly appointed or "official" reporters of
the circuit or district courts, and not to freel ance court
reporters who may be providing reporting services to a State or
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county agency not connected with a case or proceeding within the
circuit or district courts.

The case Territory v. Court of Land Regi stration, 20 Haw.
699 (1911), supports this conclusion by inplication. 1In the Land
Regi stration case, the attorney general sought a copy of a
transcript of a court of land registration proceedi ng free of
cost. The record before the court contained no indication that
t he stenographer was assigned any duties in the court of |and
registration by the judges of the circuit court. Distinguishing
In re Andrews, 16 Haw. 483 (1905), in which the court held that
one of the duties of an official stenographer of a circuit court
is to furnish the attorney general with transcripts free of
charge, the court reasoned:

A regul arly appoi nted stenographer of the
circuit court is under no obligation to
performduties as stenographer of the court
of land registration, and only voluntarily
woul d he act as stenographer in that court
unl ess the duty to so act should be assigned
to himpursuant to section 1692 of the

Revi sed Laws. The question nust be deci ded
as though the judge of the court of [and
registration was not a circuit judge, and as
t hough the stenographer enployed in the case
was not an official stenographer of the
circuit court.

Land Regi stration, 20 Haw. at 701-02 (enphasis added).

Accordingly, the OP concludes that chapter 606, Hawai i
Revi sed Statutes, which pertains to official circuit court or
district court reporters, does not affect the conclusion herein
t hat under section 92F-12(a)(6), Hawaii Revised Statutes, a State
or county agency nust permt any person to inspect and copy a
transcript of a proceeding that is open to the attendance of the
public. Wiile a requester's duplication of the HLRB transcri pt
is not conditioned upon the paynent of fees under section 606-13,
Hawaii Revised Statutes, it is subject to the paynent of copying
fees authorized by section 92-21, Hawaii Revised Stat utes.

V. A TRANSCRI PT DOES NOT PRESENT SUFFI Cl ENT ORI G NALI TY SO AS
TO G VE RISE TO A COPYRI GHT | NTEREST

The O P s research indicates that a court reporter may not
claima copyright interest in a transcript of testinony.

1 Ninmmrer on Copyright § 5.06[C] at 5-61 (1994) ("insofar as the
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transcript is an accurate statenment of the testinony of others,
the court reporter can claimno originality in the work");

accord Li pman v. Commonweal th of Massachusetts, 475 F.2d 565 (1st
Cr. 1973) ("since a transcript 1s a verbatimrecordi ng

. . . there can be no originality in the reporter's product").
Thus, it does not appear that the HLRB woul d be infringing any
copyright interest by nmaking a transcript prepared by a freel ance
court reporter available for both inspection and duplication.

V. VWHETHER THE HLRB MAY ASSESS COPYI NG FEES FOR COPI ES OF
TRANSCRI PTS

The O P concl uded above, that the HLRB nust make transcripts
of its prohibited practlces proceedlngs avai l able for public
i nspection and copying®, and that chapter 606, Hawaii Revised
Statutes, does not govern the fees that may be assessed for
copi es of such transcripts. The U PA does not govern the fees
that nmay be assessed by an agency for providing copies of
governnment records, rather, it regulates only whether such
records nust be available for inspection and copyi ng.

The State's copy fee statute is set forth in section 92-21,
Hawai i Revised Statutes, and provides that an agency nay assess a
fee for the reasonabl e cost of reproducing any governnent record
that is open to the inspection of the public, but such fee shal
not be | ess than 25 cents per page. Because the application of
section 92-21, Hawaii Revised Statutes, is not within the QP s
jurisdiction, we recommend that the HLRB consult with the
Attorney Ceneral on this matter.

CONCLUSI ON

Under section 92F-12(a)(16), Hawaii Revised Statutes, each

agency must make avail able for inspection and copying
"[1]nformati on contained in or conplled froma transcript

of a proceeding open to the public.” As under sections 89-14,
89-16 and 377-9, Hawaii Revised Statutes, prohibited practice
proceedi ngs before the HLRB nust be open to the public, and
because the O P concludes that such hearings involve a
"proceedi ng" wthin the nmeaning of section 92F-12(a)(16), Hawaii
Revi sed Statutes, the QP is of the opinion that a transcript of
a prohi bited practice proceedi ng nmaintai ned by the HLRB nust be
made avail able for public inspection and copying under the U PA

®Section 92F-11(d), Hawaii Revised Statutes, provides that
each "agency shall assure reasonable access to facilities for
duplicating records and for nmeki ng nenoranda or abstracts.™
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Very truly yours
Hugh R Jones
Staff Attorney
APPROVED:
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